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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
4/16/2008 has been entered. Claims 1-9, 1 1-13, 15-31, 38-42 and 44-59 are pending in 
the application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-59 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, 
or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain 
a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1-9, 11-13, 15-31 and 38-42, 44-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based 
on Supreme Court precedent, and recent Federal Circuit decisions, the Office's guidance 
to examiners is that a § 101 process must (1) be tied to another statutory class (such as a 
particular apparatus) or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or 
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materials) to a different state or thing. Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); 
Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 
(1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780,787-88 (1876). 

An example of a method claim that would not qualify as a statutory process would 
be a claim that recited purely mental steps. Thus, to qualify as a § 101 statutory process, 
the claim should positively recite the other statutory class (the thing or product) to which 
it is tied, for example by identifying the apparatus that accomplishes the method steps, or 
positively recite the subject matter that is being transformed, for example by identifying 
the material that is being changed to a different state. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 1 1-13, 17-20, 22, 24-29, 51, 53-54 and 55-58 are rejected under 



35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Stewart et al (US 2002/0010741). 

Regarding claims 1,51, 53-54 and 56-57, discloses Stewart et al discloses a 
workflow integration system for enterprise wide electronic collaboration. In so doing, 
Stewart discloses receiving a request for the transaction from an end-user or the partner 
[Paragraph 0029], accessing real-time data relevant to the transaction from an existing 
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partner system [Paragraph 0056], generating a context for the transaction using the real- 
time data [Paragraph 0145], processing the request in the context for the transaction 
[Paragraphs 0027 and 0028], initiating a workflow for the transaction at a network system 
responsive to processing the request and further initiating at least one process manager 
routine for managing the workflow with the end-user or the partner of said receiving step 
and the existing partner system actively participating in sending or receiving one or more 
messages relating in the transaction [Paragraph 0029, 0030, 0065 and 0083]; 

Regarding claim 2, Stewart et al further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein 
said accessing comprises communicating with a partner coordinator component 
integrated with the existing partner system [Paragraph 0088]. 

Regarding claim 3, Stewart et al further disclose the method of claim 1, wherein 
the real-time data comprises transaction data specifying a status for the transaction 
[Paragraph 0151]. 

Regarding claim 4, Stewart et al further disclose the method of claim 1, wherein 
the real-time data comprises reference data relating to the partner [Paragraphs 0259 and 
0171]. 

Regarding claim 5, Stewart et al further disclose the method of claim 1, wherein 
accessing comprises receiving the real-time data in extensible markup language (XML) 
format [Paragraph 0088]. 

Regarding claim 7, Stewart et al discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising maintaining a context for the transaction at a network system [Paragraph 
0056]. 

Regarding claim 8, Stewart et al further discloses the method of claim 7, further 
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comprising: identifying the context for the transaction based upon the request; and 
routing the request for processing of the transaction [Paragraph 0151]. 

Regarding claim 9, Stewart et al further discloses the method of claim 1, further 
comprising sending a response to the request to the end-user or the partner [Paragraph 
0323]. 

Regarding claim 11, Stewart et al further discloses the method of claim 10, 
wherein the workflow comprises a plurality of tasks to be performed by the enterprise or 
partner in order to fulfill the transaction [Paragraph 0085]. 

Regarding claim 12, Stewart et al further discloses the method of claim 11, 
wherein processing comprises notifying the partner of any tasks to be performed by the 
partner [Paragraph 0088]. 

Regarding claim 13, Stewart et al the method of claim 10, wherein processing 
comprises initiating at least one process manager routine for managing the workflow [See 
abstract]. 

Claim 17-20, 22, 24-29 and 58 are system for managing a transaction involving 
an enterprise and at least one partner in a supply chain, which recites similar limitations 
of method claims 1-5, 9, 11-13 above; therefore claims 17-20, 22, 24-29 and 58 are 
rejected under the same analysis relied upon of claims 1-5, 9, 11-13, . 

Regarding claim 55, Stewart further discloses wherein each workflow comprises a 
process for transforming the real-time data according to a business policy between the 
enterprise and the partner [Paragraph 0280]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/028,542 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3623 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 6, 23, 41-42, 44-50 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stewart et al (US 2002/0010741). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, Stewart et al fails to disclose converting/transforming 
the real-time data into a format usable by a network system, the network system operable 
to maintain the context for the transaction. Data conversion is old and well known ion the 
art in order to render the data more versatile. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosures of Stewart to include 
converting the real-time data into a format usable by a network system with the 
motivation to make the data more versatile. 

Regarding claims 41-42, 44-50, Stewart discloses a network execution component 
operable to administer a transaction involving an enterprise and at least one partner in the 
supply chain [Paragraph 0341], and a network domain gateway in communication with 
the network execution component, communicate with a partner coordinator component 
integrated with an existing system of the partner to provide real-time data relevant to the 
transaction from the existing system of the partner to the network execution component 
[Paragraphs 0065 and 0083], a transport component operable to send or receive one or 
more messages related to the transaction with the real-time data facilitating active 
processing between the enterprise and the at least one partner in the supply chain for 
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actively participating in at least one actual transaction [Paragraphs 0066-0067 and 0256] 
Stewart discloses the concept of a C-gateway [See Figure 23 and Paragraph 0281], but 
Stewart fails to explicitly disclose a network domain gateway. Official Notice is taken 
that utilizing a network domain gateway to route information to a user's IP address is old 
and well known in the communication art. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the disclosures 
of Stewart to incorporate a network domain gateway in order to route real-time data 
efficiently. 

Regarding claim 50, Stewart et al further disclose the network system of claim 48, 
wherein the database is operable to store one or more policy rules that govern the 
transaction [Paragraph 0174]. 

9. Claims 15-16, 21, 30-31 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stewart et al (US 2002/0010741) in view of Grosvenor (U.S. Patent 
No. 7,216,086). 

Regarding claims 15-16, 21, 30-31 and 52, Stewart et al discloses the method of 
claim 1 above, but Stewart et al fails to disclose wherein processing comprises alerting 
the partner or the enterprise. Grosvenor in the same field of endeavor discloses a supply 
chain management system which alerts partners, moa service level associated with the 
transaction (col. 2, lines 51-67 and col. 12, lines 21-37). It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
disclosures of Stewart et al to include the teachings of Grosvenor in order to resolve one 
or more discrepancies in an outsourced manufacturing supply chain in which a plurality 
of supply chain partners participate. 
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10. Claims 38 and 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stewart et al (US 2002/0010741) in view of Burr et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,5 10,216). 

Regarding claims 38 and 40, Stewart et al discloses a database operable to store 
real-time data relating to the transaction {Paragraph 0071], at least one process workflow 
executing on a processing facility, the process workflow operable to process workflow 
access to the real-time data relating to the transaction, thereby providing a context for the 
transaction during processing [Paragraph 0029, 0030, 0065 and 0083]. Stewart et al fails 
to explicitly disclose a data access layer. Burr et al in the same field of endeavor 
discloses the concept of using a data access layer (col. 3, lines 9-35). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to 
modify the disclosures of Stewart et al to include a data access layer as taught by Burr in 
order to make the system more flexible, easy to maintain and operable. 

Regarding claim 39, Stewart further discloses wherein the workflow comprises a 
plurality of tasks to be performed by the enterprise or partner in order to fulfill the 
transaction [Paragraph 0085]. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

K. Xu et al (Towards better coordination of he supply chain), discloses a supply 
chain management system. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Romain Jeanty whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6732. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Beth Van Doren can be reached on (571) 272-6737. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Romain Jeanty/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 
July 7, 2003 



